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_ DopwsiL.
liquis -eadem illa petfes
cutio, In Galerii im-
Ferio omnino probabile
¢ft, pro fevifiimi prin-
cipisingenio, fuiffeetiam
feevillimam.”

i

DopweLL.

¢ Conflantium ab ini-
tio amiciffimum rov %23’
pndzpuas
ETIN0IVEVEIY, adho  xak
Tous Um avutor ~eoceBeig
oBAaCeis xas avswnémcr-rx;
PuAREavTa' R pNTE TWY
oxAnGiwy  TEs oixms ¥ade-
Aovra ped’ ETigoy T4 xaf)’
Nwy NOIVBOYNTRYT tl‘qd'lt
Eufebius 1. viii.

Difcrepit  nonnihil
Laélantius +, cujus hzc
funt verba: ¢ Conftan-

¢
NWY . TOAEMOY

« tius, ne diffentire a .

¢ majorum

.

. Pa’ge‘ 578.

~ Girion,
gained the fupreme pow-
er and the goverment
of the eaft, he indulged
in their fulleft extent
his zeal and cruelty *.”

Of Conftanmtius we find this account.

GIBBON, .

¢« The mild and hu.
mane temper of Con-
ftantius was averfe ta
the oppreflion of any
part ot his fubjeéts. The
principal offices of his
palace were exercifed by’
Chriftians.—But as long
as Conftantius remained
in the fubordinate fta-
tion of Ceafar, i wwas
not in bis power openly to
rejeit the edifls of Dio-
cletian, or to difobey the
commands of Maximian.
g His

+ Our author fays in a note (164. c

xvi.) Dodwell Differtat. Cyprian. xi. 7£. feprefents them
¢ (Bufebius and LaQantius) as incanfiftent with each other.
¢ But the former endently fpeaks of Conftantius in the ftation
¢ of Cafar, and the latter of the fame prince in the rank of
* Auguftu,,” The difference is thus reconciled by Dodwell
himfelt, .
¢« Difcrepit monnibil ialantius—Nec id temere. Infia
¢ enim de Conitantino jam dugnfo ita fcribit,” &c. M. D,
foedks of the difference as trivial,

S 13
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DopWELL.

¢ majorum praceptis vi-
¢ deretur, conventicula,
«“id eft, parictes, qui
¢ reftitui poterunt, dirui
¢ paffus eft, verum au-
«“tem Dei templum,
‘“ quod eft in homini-
¢ bus, incolume ferva-
¢ bat.” Nec id temere.
Infra enim de Conftan-
t10, jam Auguflo ita fcri-
bit: ¢ Sulcepto impe-
“rio Conftantius Au-
¢ guftus nihil egit prius
¢ quam Chriftianos cul-
« tui ac Deo fuo red-
¢« dere. Hac fuit pri-
“ ma ejus fanctio fanQa
¢¢ religionis reftituta,”—
De M. P.c. 14, 15. In
€0 tamen, uterque con-
venit nullam fuiffe que
martyres fecerit in Con-
ftantii ditione perfecu=
tiecnem.—Cunéta autem
qua trans Alpes erant
Conftantio credita—Er-
go non Britannias modo,
& Gallias, fed Hifpa-
nias regebar }.”

1 Se&. 75.

* Page 575.

GiszBov.

His authority contribut-
ed, however to alleviate
the {ufferings which he
pitied and  abhorred
He confented, with re-
luétance to the ruin of
the churches; but he
ventured to protect the
Chriftians  themfelves
from the fury of the
populace and from the

‘rigour of the laws *,

The provinces of Gaul
(under which we may
probably include thofe
of Britain) were in-
debted for the fingular
tranquility which they
enjoyed, to the gentle
interpofition of their fo-
vereign, Eufebius 1. viii,
c. 13. Laétantius de M.
P.c. 3. '

The elevation of Con-
ftantius to the fupreme
and independent dignity
of Auguitus, gave a free
fcope to the exercife of .
his virtues, and the
fhortnefs of his reign
did not prevent him -
from eftablithing a fy-
ftem of toleration, &c +-.

t Page 576.
We
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XX,
We read the fame account of Maxentius in both'

thefe authors.

DobweLL.

« Eodem tempore de-
St (perfecutio) & in Ita-
lia. Valediturus enim
imperio  Maximianus
eam, ni fallor, gratiam
fubditis  faciebat quo
gratior illis acceptiorque
eflet ejus memoria. Se-
quebantur tempora tur-
bulenta ufque ad impe-
rium Maxentii, s au-
tem in initio captande
benevolentie caufa revo-
cavit perfecutionis edifium

Chriftianumque fe fimulavit.
——Hift, Eccles. viii. 14 %,

GizBon.
¢¢ The revolt of Max-
entius imediatcly reftor-
ed peace to the churches
of Italy and Africas
and the fame tyrant who
opprefled every other
clafs of his fubjeéts,
thewed himfelf, juft, hu..
mane, and even partial,
towards the afi&ed
Chriftians +. Eufcbius,

L viii. c. 14. 1.

Ita 'Eufebius :”

XXI.
" The perfecution of Maximin is the next which

is treated of by them.

DopweLL.

¢ Prodiit tandem e-
di&tum Galerii, quo per-
fecutio illa penitus ex-
tincta eft—et quanquam
invito Maximino, a Sa-
bino praf. Orientis, pre-
[eétis provincialibus urbi-

cifque

* Se&. 77.
' § Page 579.

GisBoN.

¢ Galerius defirous of
repairing the mifchief
that he had occafioned,
publifhed—a general ¢-

di¢t (of toleration)§.
In the firit (ix months,
of his new reign, Max-
imin

+ Page 577. ' 1 Note 167. c. xvi.

S 3



DobpwELL."

eifque magifiratibus com-
municatum, cumn et ipfe
verbo tenus judicibus
mandaflet, ut ab oppug-
natione Chrijlianorum ab
Jlinerent. Duravit hec
pax ne fex quidem men-
fibus *—Fatetur a fe
aliquid illis fuiffe indul-
tum pro more fuperiorum
Emperatorum +. Inde ad
novas artes pretextuf-
que quazrendos reftau-
rande. perfecutionis fe

convertit Maximinus. —

Subornavit civitatum ad-
Je legationes magni quafi
‘beneficii loco id a {e pe-
tinm ut Cbrz/}mm pelle-
rentyr, imprimis Antio-
chie, &c. Eufeb, Hift.
‘Eccles. ix. 3. Tum ¢-
vitates, que id gratum
Maximino fore intellex-
iffent, fua etiam Unpic-
para adverfus Chriftia-
nos emiferunt. Eufeb.
ix. 9 T

. Refcripfit ad illa civi-
tatum decreta, pellendos
effe Chriftianos. ~ Qualis
fuerit refcripti forma,

1€35:3:1J

imin affeCted 10 adops the
prodent. counfels of bis
predecelfors.— Sabinus his
prztorian  prefe&  ad-
dreffed a circular letter to
all the governonrs and
magifirates of the pro-
vinces,—diretting the of-
Sicers of jufiice to ceafe
their ineffeliual perfecu-
tions,” &Gc.  Kuieb. c.
ix. 1. §. ” .

But this treacherous’
calm was of a fhert
duration.—By the in-
fluence of the "magi-
ftrates, and of the fa-
cerdotal order, a great
nuimber of dutiful ad-
dreffes were  obtained,

“particularly from Nico-

media, Antioch,and Tyre,
which artfully repre-
fented the well knowa.
intentions of the Court
as the general fenfe of
the people ;—exprefled
their abhorrence of zhe
Chriftians, and humbly
prayed that thefe im-
pious feCtaries might at
leaft be excluded from the

con- limits
* Selt. 8z, + Se&. 84.
1 Se@, 82, § Page 531, Note 174 c. xvi,



( 259 )

DopweLL.
conftat ex eo exempla-
ri quo ufus eft ad Tyrios,
quodque ereis  tabalis,
pro more civitatum, #z-
cifum, tradit Euj'e&zzu,
ad pcrpetuam rei me-
moriam.  Subjungit e-
nim ejufmodi literas in
omnibus provinciis fuiffe
propofitas *. Eufeb.
Hift. Eccl. ix. 7.

—Fudicesnonnullos in
Chriftianos feviiffe ipfe
nnuit Maxtmmus, fed
precepta ejus perperam
intelligentes.  Euleb.

10 §.

graved

GiBBoN,. -
limits of their rc:[peﬂLw

-territories.

The anfwer of Max-
imin to the addrefs which
he obtained from the ci-
tizens of Tyre is Rill ex-
tant—>pbis edifts were en-
‘ on  tables of
brafs +. Eufebius 1. “ix,

-c. 2—8. La&ant, de M.,

P.c 3617

Maximin imputes all
the feveritics which the
Chriftians fuffered to
the judges and. gover,
nours, who bad mifun-
derfiood  his intentions.
See the Edi&t in Eufe-
bius 1. ix. c. 10 |.

XXII
We find alfo that the differcnce in the accounts
gwcn us by Eufebius and Laftantius of Maxi-
min’s perfecution is pointed out to us by Mr.
Dodwell as well as by Mr. Gibbon.

. DobpwEeLL.

Quod autem, ait Ex-
Jebius, hanc Maximini
perfecutionem priori fu-
ifle multo acerbiorem,
nifi candide intelligatur,
verum ¢ffe vix poteft, &c.

Hift.

* Page 328,
3 Note 175. ¢ xvi.

§ Sedt. 870

GisBON:
We read in a note.
¢« See Eufeb, l. viii.

‘c. 14. L. ix. ¢c. 2.—8.

Lactant. de M. P. c. 36..
Thefe writers agree in,

reprefenting the arts of:
Max-

+ Page 581, s8z.
| Note 1706. xvi

S 4
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DobwELL.
Hilt. Eccles. ix. 6 **,
—Una tamen cum

illis refcriptis etiam alia
ad prafeflos provinci-
arum judicefque data
efle verifimile eft, fed
sec illa cadem imperan-
tia. ¢ Nam cum cle-

mentiam” (inquit Lactantius),

" GIBBON.

Maximin: but the for-
mer relatesthe execution
of feveral martyrs, while
the latter exprefsly af-
firms,” occidi fervos Dei
vetuit +.”

¢ fpecie tenus

¢ profiteretur, occidi fervos Dez vetuil, debilitari

\ luﬁit.”

Lacant. de M. P n. 36 *,

We thus read of the end put to Maximin’s

perfccuuon.
Doowzu..
< Jamque perfecu-

tioni matura erant om-
nia ni Conflantinus illum
(Maximinum) deterruif-
et.
/ Duravit hec ipfa dif-
fimulatio (Maximini) uf-
que ad nuncium de gro-
Jligato a Conftantino Max-

Gizeox.

¢ But a few months
had fcarcely elapfed, be-
fore the ediéts publith-
ed by the 1wo wefiern
empercrs obliged  Masxi-
min to {ufpend the pro-
fccutlon of his defigns .

\

** Seqt. 84. See alfo fc&. go, 81, 86, 87,

* Se&. 84, Mr. Dodwell, however defi;ous of making
the number of d-artyrs appear fmall, has fcorn’d to have re-
courfe to thofe ar-s of mifreprefentation, by which 'our author
fupports his Hypothefis. Mr. G. fhould have remembered
that Mr. Docwe!l fays, ¢ Non it.que audebat palam, quod
¢ fecerat an:ea, (Maxlmmus) Chriftianos laniare,” &c.

“+ Nowe 175. ¢ xvi, -1 Page 382,

“entio
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. DopweLt. v :
entio—inde pro autoritate egit cum Maximino

Conftantinys*

-

XXIIL

i

There is a ’ﬁfiking refemblance in what thefe
authors fay of the conduét of the magiftrates

during this perfecution.

DopweLL,

¢ Ipfa cedium fatie-
tas atque affeffatio illa
quam diximus incruenti
impersi ad {zviora qui-
dem perfecutores confi-
lia, minus tamen mar-
tyrum proventu copiofa,
convertit.
¢ H=zc autem non
¢ tantum ideo faciunt,
¢ ut gloriari poffint,
“.pullum fe innocen-
 tium peremiffe (nam
¢ & ipfe audivi aliquos
¢ gloriantes, quia ’ad-
¢¢ miniftratio fua* hac
¢ parte fuerit incruenta)
¢« fed & invidi®e caufa;”

GisBoN,

« There were fome
governours who from a
real or affeCted clemen-
¢y had preferved their
hands unftained with
the blood of the faith-
ful §. :

¢ Ut gloriari poffint
¢ nullum fe innocen-
“ tium peremiffe, nam
« & ipfe audivi aliquos
¢ gloriantes, quia ad-
¢ miniftratio fua, in hac
¢ parte, fuerit incruen-
“ ta.” Lactant. Infti-
tut. Divin, v. 11. ||,

&c. Lattant. Inftit. v.irf. .

* Sett. 86.
§ Page 583,

+ Page 332.
| Note 183. c. xvi. Mrs Dodwell has fair-
ly given us the paffage from La&antius ; Mr. G. as I have be~"

1 Se&. 8o.

fore thewn, has fhamefully diftorted and mangled it.

Another
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XXIV. -
Another particular circumftance is noticed by

both thefe writers.

DopweLL.

< Inde anno viii. tan-
ta crevit Chriftianis in
metaliis conftitutis fidu-
cia ut palam collectas
celebrarent, extruflis e-
tiam Ecclefiis *.”

mwdd of thofe dreary hab

Giggon.

¢ The confeflors who
were condemned 0 work
in the mines, were per-
mitted by the humanity
or negligence of their
keepers, to build chapels,
and frecly to  profefs
sheir religion in  the
itations +.”

: XXV.

. Asto the remark on Eufebius with which Mr,
G. clofes thjs account of the perfecutions; I

fhall content myfelf with pointing out a fentence

ortwo and beg leave'to refer my reader to Mr.

Podwell for the reft,

v

DobwELL.

. ¢ AXn, tamen magnus
revera fuerit mariyrum.

in hac univerfa perfecu-
tione numerus, 1ta Op-

time judicabimus, fi.

ques

* Page 326.

.

. G1BBON.

¢« Eufebius, de Mar-
tyr. Paleftin..c. 13, He
cl his narration,, by.
affuring us that thefe

were the martyrdoms
inflicted

+ Page 583, Mr. G. does not choofe to mention what

Dedawell fays further on this accafion, - Hoc illis novam. rur-

s fus novi poff Firmilianum prefe&i conflavit invidiam. Inde,,

« confulio imperatare acceptifque- refCriptis, quatuor ex omni,

« numero feletos ipfe vivos comburi confumavit 39. Maximino

« deftinanit, quos ille uno eodemque die capitibus  truncavite
- ¢ Reliquos per alia metalla difperfit.” p. 326,
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Dapwer .

fi quos ille . munseros pro
magnis habuerit, intelli-
gamus,” &c. Euleb. de
Mart. Pal. c. 13.

¢ Videamus—quos ille
NUMEros reputarit mag-
nos in ipfa Thebaide—
0TE ey WAsovwy M dsXa,
ore J5 Umep TS £ix00i—
adrde Jr oy AvToy Xas
TgiaxovTa. ndn de syyvs TE
oL efmnovTa, xar waAw
@ANOTE EXQTOM £V NASPR [AIgE.
— axrayoyto —— IZTOPH-
TAMEN d¢ xas avros em
TWY  TOWWY  YEVOMEVOS,
BAEIOYE  aSpows xara
Y TwEpaY, TS MEV TS
we@aAns  amotopmy  YTIIO-
MEINANTAZ, &c. Eu-
feb. Hift. Ecclef. viir.
w*”

Gizzon.
infli¢ted in Paleftine,
during the whole courfe
of the perfecution. The
vth chapter of his viiih
boek, which relates to
the province of Thebais.
in Egypt, may feem to
contradit our moderate
computation, &c.—He
relates, that in Thebais,
from ten to one hundred
perfons had frequently

{uffered martyrdom im

the fame day.—Inftead:
of a large, but definite -
number, he fpeaks of
many Chriftians (zaeiss)
and moft artfully feleéts
two ambiguous words
(sorognoaper and vromes~
vavras) which may fig-
nify either what he had
feen, or what he had

heard ; either the expectation, or the execution of

the punithment +.” -

AxxvI.

I fhall conclude the whole of thefe extracts from
Dodwell, by pointing out the following obferva-
tion, which occurs in each of tiefe authors,

PDobpweLL.

¢—Jta metuebant illi .

(Chriftiani) ne corona
’ illa

* Sc&. go,

GiBBON.

“ So great was—the
fervour of the firft Chrif-
tians,,

+ Note 181, ¢, xvi.
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DopweLL.

illa marrtyrit exciderent.
Sed. infinitum effet ex-
empla congerere. Id
unum fatuis eft, quod diu
eft ex quo obfervavit
Sulpitius Severus, avidius
expetita effe ea ztate mar-.
tyria quam pofiea epifco-
patus *.”

GiEBoN.

tians, who, according to
the lively expreflion of
Sulpitius Severus, defired
martyrdom with more ea-
gernefs, than bis own con-
temporaries folicited a bi-
Shopric. +

¢« Certatim gloriofa in
¢ certamina rucbatur 5,

¢ multique avidius tum
“ martyria gloriofis mor-
¢ ribus querebantur; quam nunc epiftopatus pravis
« ambionibus “appetuntur.”  Sulpicius Scverus,
Lii g
There are fome other paffages in Dodwell, which
Mr. G. feems to have borrowed ; but | have been
obliged to dwell fo long on this fubjet, by com-
paring their words on the conduét of each emperor,
that | thall pafs over the reft. [ flatter myfelf that
I have fully proved to my reader, that the concife
account which Dedwell has given us of the perfecu-
tions of the emperors, has been the chief guide and
pattern of our author in this part of his hiftory. It
1s by his affitance, that he has thewn forth his fkill
in gracing matters of fact wi%{hc beauties of lan-
guage, while by thefe. beauti®s he might hope to
difguife the many remarks for which he ftands in-
debted to the learning of Dodwell. It is thus, that
the creeping ivy entwines itfelf round a tree, and
is enabled to difplay its verdant foliage, while it
hides from.our fight the trunk which fupports it.

® Page 374. + Page ¢51.

1 Note g1. ¢, xvi. My reader muft inftantly perceive that it
was no hard tafk to trace out the paflage of Sulpicius, when fo
much was ma:ked out by Dodwell.

) . ' Plagiarifm
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Plagiarifin  from LARPNER. - -

I have already animadverted on a mifreprefenta-
tion of Eufebius by Mr. G., and fhewn.that there
is no mention made of Bruttius Prefens at the
place he refers to. My prefent defign is to fulfil
my promife of fhewing the probable caufe of this
error. . o

. Dr. Lardner, in his xiith chapter on the Teftimo-
ny of Bruttius Prafens, refers to Eufebius iii. 18.;
but yet fpeaks of Bruttius as mentioned by Eufebi-
us in his Chronicon. p. 164. in the 1sth year of
Domitian.  This difference our hiftorian feems to
have overlooked, and referred to the Hiftory, in-
ftead of the Chronicon. -

LARDNER. -

« Eufebius in his Ecclefialtical Hiftory, fpeak-
ing of the perfecution under Domitian, fays,
¢« Moreover at this time the Doétrine of our faith
<« was fo confpicuous, that writers, adverfe to our
. ¢ fentiments, have not forbore to infert in their
<« hiftories an account of his perfecution, and the
¢« martyrdoms that happened 1n it.”

LarDNER. .
% They have likewife
exactly marked the time
of it, relating, that ¢ in
« the fifteenth year of
¢« Domitian Flavia Do-
< mitilla, niece by the
¢ fifter’s fide to Flavius
s« Clemens, then one of
< the confuls of Rome,
¢« with a great many

GieBon.

« The emperor (Do-
mitian) for.a long time
diftinguithed Flavius Cle-
mens by his favour and
protection, beftowed on
him his own niece Do-
mitilla—and invefed Lim
with the honours of the

. confulfbip.

<< others
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LARDNER.
<« others, was banithed to the ifland Pentia, for
s the profeffion of the Chriftian religion *.”

L ArRDNER.

¢« In his chronicle, at
the fifteenth year of Do-
mitian, Eufebius {ays:
s« And Bruttius writes,
¢ that many Chrifti-
¢ ans fuffered martyr-
¢ dom under Domitian.
¢« Among whom was
% Flavia Domitilla, niece
¢ by -the fifter’s fide to
< Flavius Clemens the con-
¢ ful, who was banifhed
< 1o the ifland Pontia, be-
«caule the confeffed her-
£ felf to be 2 Chnif-
s¢ tian +.”

¢ There were fcvcral
eminent men of this
name (that is Brattius
Prafens) in the fecond
centurie. There is @ /ez-
ter of the younger Plinie to
Prefens, wivom fome
think to have been alfo
valled Brutius or Brutts-
us.” L vit. epift. 3.
Tillemont fays, * he

Gizson.

< But he had fcarcely
finithed the term of his
annual magiftracy, when
on a flight pretence he
‘was condemn-d and exe-
‘cutedy, Domirilla was ba-
nifbed 10 a defolate ifland
on the coaft of Campa«

12,” &c .
“ Bruttius Praefens
(ap. Eufeb. iii. 18.) éa-
nifbes ber 1o the ifle of
Pontia, which was not
Sfar diftant from the o-
ther §.” That is, from

the ifle of Pandetaria.

“ |f the Bruttius Pre-
Jens, from whom it is
probable that he colle&-
ed this account, was the
correfpondent of Pliny,
(epiftol. vii. 3.) we may
confider him as a con-
temporary writer ||.”

may have been Bruttius

Przfens, who was conful in the year 139. or Pre-

#* The Greek paflage is here tranferibed by Lardner from

Euleb. Hift. Ecclef, 1,1ii. c. 18,
§ Note 53.

1 Page 539.

+ Chron. p. 163.
|| Note g3. c. xvi,

Jens,

o xvie
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A .
; . LarpNer. = & 7
Jens, s0 whom the younger Plinie wrote : though, as
he adds, there were others of the fame name about

that time.” e
LarpNER. -
Again we read, ¢ Di-
. on Caflius, to be hereaf-
ter quoted, will inform
us of a Flavia Domitilla,
awife of the conful Clement,
-who was banifbed by Do-
mitian for Chriftianity in-
to the {ifland Pundeteria,
which lay near to Pontia,
spon the fame coaft of lia-
lie. This bas given occa-
Jion to a difpute whether
there were two of this
‘wame, who fuffered for
Chriftianity about the

Gigsaon.

¢« Domitilla was ba-
nithed, according' to
Dion, to the ifle of Pan-
dataria.—Tbat difference,
and a miftake either of
E.ufebius, or of his ttane
fcribers, bave given occa-
JSion 3o fuppofe tewo Domi-
tillas, the wife and the
niece of Clemens. See
Tillemont Memoires Ec- .
clefiaftiques, tom. ii, p.:
0224 _l_.” .

fame time.  Some fuppofing one and the famié per-
Yon to be iatended, others again contending, that
‘there were two. The matter is of no great impor-
tance, Neverthelefs, perhaps, we may give it
_fome farther confideration, in the chapter of Dion
.Caffius.” Tillemont Mem. Ecclef. tom. ii. p. 126,
127 %,

We here trace the feveral remarks which our
hiftorian has made on the execution of Clemens,
on the banifhment of Domitilla, and on Bruttius
Prefens : And as he makes mention of them in the
manner, and on the fame occafion which Dr. Lard-

. Lafdner’s Teftimonies—Hgathen Authars, voL ii. c. 12,
+ Note 52, c. xvi.

fer
2
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ner has donc, it gives my charge an appearance
more.ftable than that of conjeéture.

Plagiarifms from ABavziT.

I bring the firlt inftance, not fo much as a proof
of plagiarifm, for our author has indeed referred
to Abauzit, as to fhew how fervilely he has tran-
flated him, and that 4bauzit has given him the re-

ference to Eptploamm

ABAUZIT.

«“ Les Alogiens, [felon
S. Epipbanes, s'éleverent
contre I Apocalypfe qu’ils
vouloiert dter a S. Jean,
parce difoient-ilsentr’au-
tres raifons, que du tems
de cet apétre, i/ #n’y avoit
pointd& Eglife Chrétienne a
9 byatire : ce que S. Epi-
phanes ne craint pomt de
leur atcarder, il fup-
pojl’ én méme’ tems, gue
lorfque S. Fean écrit a 1’
Eglife de Thyatire, i/
parle, non comme fi elle
exiftoit alors, mais par
un efprit de prophitie.”
'Epiphanes Hezref. 51 %,

_ GIBBON.

«« The Alogians (Epi-
phanius de Heref. 51.)
difputed the genuinenefs of
the Apocalypfe, becaufe the
‘church of Thyatira was
mot yet founded. Epi-
Phanius, who allows "the
fall, extricates bimfelf
Sfrom the difficulty, by in-
genioufly fuppofing, that
St. Fobn wrote in the [pi-
rit of prophecy. See
Abauzit Difcours fur I’
Apocalypfet.”

* Difcours Hiftorique fur l’Apocalypfe

+ Note 152: ¢. xv,q

L
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'A bare comparifon will prove, that what oue:
author has advanced on the'fubje& of the Apoca~
lypfe is chiefly taken from Abanzit.-

.- ABAUZIT. - ,

~ ¢ Mais ce qui prouve

que I’Apocalypfe n’étoit
pas dans le canon des
ecritures, c’eff Je concile de
Laodicée, le premier que
nqus conpoiffions qui ait

Giszon,
~“In the council of.
Laodicea (about the year
360) the Apocalypfe was
tacitly excluded from the
facred canon by the fame.
churches in Afia to which-

drefié le catalogue des it isaddrefled.”

livres facrés, . tenu vers

Pan36o.—L’ Apocalypfey S
¢f amife, ce quielt allés furprenant, elle gue S. Fean
(comme on le croit aujourdhui,) gvoit rédigée par+-
écrit 6 la priére des Chretiens & Afie.—Cette méme

Apocalypfe eft méconnue dans le licu de fa naif-

fance, bannie & profcrite par ces mémes evéques

d’Afie qui fe difoient les heretiers & les fucceffeurs’
" de S. Jean, affemblés i.Laodicée, au miliex des

Jept Eglifes a qui le livre étoit adreffé, & 3 qui il rene

doit méme un fi glorieux témoignage.” = *-

' L

"~ ABsavztr.

* On ne fauroit non
plus faire fonds fur une
perite ‘¢ivacité de Sulpice
Sévére, lorfquil rraite de
fous & dimpies ceux qui
rejestent.. I’ Apocalypfe.—
Faut-il étre furpris que
Sévére ait taxé de folie
& d’impieté ceux qui

T D

GisBoN. .
« We may learh from
the complaint of Sulpici-
us Severus, that their
{fentence had been ratified
by the greater number
of Chriftians of ‘his
time.”

doutoient de l’Apocaly%fc'? Mais ce qui eft plusi

remarquer,
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ABavzrr,
remarquer, c’eft que ces fouw 8s ces impies far
foient Je plus grand nombre. Le plupart dit Sé-.
vére, rejettent I Apocahyple,” &c.*

The above extraft -from Abauzit evidentl
proves,. that I bappened to difcover the right paf-
fage, when I pointed oue Mr. G.’s mifreprefenta-
von of Sulpicius Severus : and . at the fame time i
demonttrates the reafon that he did not make any
particular reference to that author. Abausit-had
not fpecified the place, and as Mr. G. confulted:
no other original, he knew not how to give us 2
better diretion. Indeed if he had looked at the
paffage, and found that Sulpicius Severus there
exprefsly tells us, that the Apocalypfe was sbe work:
of St. Febn, he could not have committed fo unfor-
tunate a blunder as to cite this Father as faying that
the greater number of Chriftians denied its canonical

duthority.

HL

" ABaAvzIT.

¢* Environs ce tems-li,
un Grec inconnu fe cou-

vroit du beau rom de S.
Denysl”Aréopagise,paur
donner i fes Ac&ions
poids & l'age de'la vé-
E‘;?.—Cc gnda’ntgzomt:z
ition éroit gr
ﬁétlc?ggle' ne flt pa§ d-

‘GipsoN,
¢« The Greeks were
fubdued by the authori-
ty of an impofter, who,
in the fixth eentyry, af-

le fumed the chara&er of

Dionyfius the Arcopa-
gitc _t,. ” ' . -

abord gotitée dans fon pays natal: mais elle trou-
. va un climat plus favorable en occident, Papes,”

~® Selt. 81, p. 297, 398, ‘
Lo 6 conciles,

1. Note 65. ¢, xv.



( ay))

: AsavziT.
conciles, fouverains, la recurent avec grand res
fpe&, & le monde Latin admira l2 profonde docs
trine du pretendu Arcopagite ®. s

- 1 had paffed over this reafon which Mr. Gibbon
affigds for the reception of the Apocalypfe in the
Greek church 3 becaufe, as he had cited no teftis
mony for his afertion, it was foreign to my pur-
pofe to take notice of his remark : .But now [ have
tnore cffettually -proved my - point by thewing
whence he gained his information, :
- In the advertifement prefixed to Abaszis’s dif-
courfe on the Apocalypfe it is very frankly acs
knowledged, that ¢ hé undertook it with the view
¢« .of pointing out the difficulties that may be raif-
¢ ed againft it, and the conteits occafioned by 4
% doubt of its authenticity, and to overthrow the
¢« geftimony of the Fathers ¢oncerning it.” We
need not wonder, therefore, that our author thould
readily adopt his remarks, nof, after fo long a fe-
ties of Plagiarifms as I have expofcd, that he fhould
endeavour to conceal his obligations.

From Dr. Middleton’s letter to Dr. Waterland,
our author has gained t'he fubfequent pafiage :

- MtppLETON. -
s¢ Herodotus tells us,—s
¢ that the Pheenicians
¢ and Syrians who inba-
s¢ bited Paleftine, (that is,
*¢ the Jews) confeffed, that
s they had recesved the
% cufom of circumcifion
¢ from

Gizpon,

@ Herodotsts, who vis
fited Afia whilft it obey
ed the laft of thofe ema
pires, flightly mentions
the Syrians of Pacleftine,
who, according to their
own confeffion, bad ree

1]

* 8¢& 93. p- 496, 397+
- Tt
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MippLETON. .
“ from the AEgyptians.”

. Vid. Herod. L 2. c.

104 %"

GieBoN.,
ceived from Egypt the wite

of cireameifion.”

Sec L 2. c. 104t -

Cur author has adopted many of Dr. Middle-
'ton’s opinions refpecting the Jews; I fhall give

one fpecimen.

MIDDLETON.

¢ The - Fews, on -the

other hand, were anob-
fcure "contetnptible peo-
ple, famed-for no kind of
leratuire ; fcarce known
to the polite: world, till
she 'Reman empire dif-
perfed them ; and then
ghe: more defpifed only
for being known.”

. Tacit. Hift. v. 3.

i- Juftia. Hift, L 36. c.
2.3 .

. - - -

® Letter to Dr. Waterland, p. 26.

GiBBON. - :
The Jews, whe under

‘the Affyrian and Perfian

monarchies, had Ian-
guifhed for many ages
the - moft - defpifed por-
tion eof their flaves,
emerged from obfcurity
under the fucceflors: of
Alexander; and—{foon
excited the curiofity.and -
wonder of other ma-

’tiOhss'.” . ot

Tacit. Hitt. ¢, 5—g.
Juftin. 36. 2, 3|

I

See the refuwation of this opinion by the late Bp, Pearce in his
Raply.to the Laster 1o Dr. Waterland, p, 13, . :

. 4+ Note 1. c. xv,
. § Page 451.

J Note 2. c. xv,

¢ 3 .P. 29 Letter to Dr, Waterland, : o

1 have already fully fhewn the affiftance Mr, G. bas received,
from tbe Free Inquiry of his friend Dr. Middleton ; yet great as
Ris opinion is of hiin; it has oot prevailed on our hiftorias to
prafit by his admonition. Speaking of the.infidel auther of
g,Cb:jﬂianib as old as the Creation,” he fays, ** And this may

ferve withal to fhew his ignorance of antiquity, in magnifying,

" as he does on all occafions, the moderation of pagan govers-
 ments, in oppofition to- Chrifiias ;. that they induf:ei ar
“ univerfal liberty, mever pegfecused for siligion, never quarrel-

L] l‘(
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It was agreeable to our author’s defign to adopt
fuch a dark charaer of the Jews: Hedndeed dif
cowers his inclinations by the choice of -his au-
thors. / : :

- After {o long a detail of convincing. proofs, 1
_think. no doubt can remain, that our auther, with
all his pretenfions to originality, muit ftand con.
vitted as a fervile plagiary. Nor let any one fancy,
that it coft him. much labour or fkill to make fuch
‘a difplay of erudition : nothing more was requifite
than o drop one fingle link of the chain; to -omit
mentioning the .aame of his modern friends,
~ through whofe channel. he had. any acquaintance
"with the ancieat writers on the fubjets he treated
of, and to make the boldeft and moft frequent ap-
peals to thofe ancients, as if he himfelf had pain-
4ully turned over all their works. 1 have, I hope,
fofficiently . eftablithed the certainty of this his
mode of procreding; but I cannot difmifs this
charge againft him without informing the reader,
that én one inftance, by an unaccountable ower-
fight, he has, unfortunately for himflf, forgot to
drop the modern, and modeftly difclaims all know-
ledge of Athanafius, but what he has picked u
from Tillemont. :

TiLLgmoNT. GisBon.
¢« Dieu fit auffi eclat- ¢« Heavy penalties
ter A Ja honte des mau- were denounced againft
vais Chrétiens la genero- - all who fhould prefume
{ité de quelques infideles, 1o fave a profcribed fec-
, ' qui . tary

¢ led about thiir Gods ; for be quite miftakes the matter ; it'Js
¢ not the delievers of religion, buc infidels and atheifis, who tn
4¢ every countrv have'always been the feve ¢ff perfacutors, and .
¢ cruelleff oppreffirs of all ciwvil as well as religious libersy.” . He
proves his aflertion by feveral examples, Letter to'Dr, Water-

de’ Po sq. Sec ﬂ"o po 64¢ .
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TiLLEMONT.

Ud
a\u ayant receu chez eux .
e

s Chrétens que l'on
cherchoit, eurent autant
de foin de les cacher
qu'ils en euffent pu avoir
pour eux-mefmes, & ne
craignirent point de per,
dre de largent, de fouf-
frir la prifon, & de s'ex-
pofer mefme 2 la mort,
plutoft que de trahir

ceux qui s'eftoient con.

fiez i leur foy.” Atha,
naf, folit. p. ¥53*.

. Grssow. .
tary from the jult indig.
nation of the Gods, and
of the emperors. Yet
notwithftanding -the fe-
verity of this law, the
virtuous courage of ma.
ny of the pagans, in con-
cealing their friends or -
relations, affords an hae
nourable proof, that the
rage of fuperftition had
not extinguifhed in their
minds the fentiments of
pature and humanity +.”

Athanafius, p. 833. ap.
Tillemont Memoires Ecy.
clefiaftiques, tom. v.

part 1. p. 90;[;.

Thefe proofs of our autbor’s plagjarifm which |

have produced, as undeniable as .they ar¢ nume-
" rous, ! might flill extend, by tracing him mare
- clofely. Butl trult that I have fufficiently. con-

vinced every unbiaffed perfon, within how narraw
a compafs the boafted extent of Mr. G.’s reading
is contained. lt might be very proper to prefent
his readers with a body of notes, ftuffed with a
difgufting farrago of ancient learning; but he could
emplay his time better than by really examining
the multy Fathers, whofe writings he {o frequently
agpcals 1. Middleton could afford fome topics of
abufe; Barbeyrac had others ready. prepared for
his purpofe; and Dedwell, in ane differtation, had
colle€ted erudition enough to furnith the far.

¢ Tillemont Mem, Beclef, tom. v. p. 55. 4to. edit.

+ Page 575, 1 Note 163, ¢, xvi. :
greatex
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greater patt -of the materials for his fixteenth’
chapter. And [ think I may boldly affert, thatif
1 had added Mpybeim’s Ecclefiallical Hiftory, and
Dupin’s Bibliotheque, to my lift of Mr. G.’s mo-
dern friends, 1 fhould hardly have left him a fingle
fentence of his own to boalt of in his two famous
chapters, which were to gixve the death-wound to
Chriftianity. In fhort, were I to reftore toeach of
them the paffages which Mr. G. has purloined, he
would appear as naked as the proud and gaudy
daw in the fable, when each bird had plucked
away his ewn plume. The witty poet tells us -

what cenfure fuch proceedings merit, '

- epat¢ Moveat ¢ornicula rifum
¢ Furtivis nudata coloribus.”——

~ Thave now completed the tafk I propofed to
execute; which was not to confute Mr. G.’s argu-
ments againft the divine original of Chriftianity ;
but to expofe the indefenfible arts to which he has
secourfe in fupporting thems and to ftrip them of
their boafted novelty, by seftoring his pilfered
crudition t@ their proper owners. Before I con-
¢lude, however, it may not be without its ufe to
‘quiet the apprehenfiens of many a fincere, but, L
muft add, ill-inftruced Chyriftian, who, impofed
upon by our hiftorian’s parade of quotation and
elegance of compofition, have done him, what [
ot think, the unmerited honour of confidering
bim as an adverfary who had produced fomething
of importance, unknown to his predeceffors in the
€aufe of infidelity, and which the friends of the
Gofpel would find i difficult to confute.—Be it
obferved, therefore, that Mr. G. does not give

® Motheim, de rebus Chriftianorum ante Conftantin. M. ' ‘ _
T s ' himfelf
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himflf the trouble of ftarting ady new objeftion

againlt the truth of Chriftianity, but that his

whole plan of accounting for its progrefs from fecon~

dary caufes is a ftale infidel topic, urged and con«

futed long before he was born®*, As a proof of
this, the reader will, 1 believe, thank me.for the

following extract from a fermon of bithop Arter-
bury, ,

. % Miraculous it certainly was (to ufe the bi-

fhop’s words), becaufe the #azural and vifible caufes
which concurred to the production of this great
¢ffed, were not any ways equal to the effeét pro--
duced ; and therefore, fome fupernatural and invi»

fible caufe muit needs have given birth to it.

« But let us hear what caufes, they fay, con- -
{pired together to produce this wonderful effect.”
From the weaknefs and infufficiency of thefe the
bithop thus deduces the proof of the miraculous
propagation.

- ¢ In which truth (viz. the miraculous propaga-
tion of the Gofpel) that we may be yet farther
confirmed, let us confider what fifts the enemies
of the gofpel make ule of, to evadethe force of

* The following concife paflages from M. /beim, (who is
fpoken of fo highly on many occalions by our hitorian,) may
-with propriety be given to my readers, to fhew that his fenti-
ment on this fubjett is as widely different from Mr, G.', as it '
s more rational, wore pious, and more grateful, They ae
thus tranflated by Maclaine. ' o
. ¢ When we confider the rapid progref: of Chriftianity among
the Gentile nations, and the poor feeble inftramerts by which
this great and 2maz nx event was immediately effe€led, we mu/f
watyrally hawe recourfe to an ammipotent and invifible band; as ity
true and preper caupe,” &c, : : o

¢ Such then were the .#rue .caufes.of .that amazing rapidity
with which the Chriftian religion fpread itfelf upon the earth;,
and thofe avbe pretend to offign other reafons of this' furpnizing
event, jadulge themfelves in idi  fildions, which muftdifgult evgry
apientive oblerver of meg and things.” S, 8, 1c.”

+ - tbis
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tbas prefling argument. And the utmoft that any
of them pretend te fay, is-as follows: It is true,
they will own, Chriftians multiplied very faft, and
the increafe of them was, in fome fenfe, miraculous:
That is, it was wonderful ; as every unufual thing

is to thofe, who do not know, or confider the

caufes of it. But to a man, they fay, who dares
go out of the common road, and to think for him-
felf, it will appear, that there was at that time a
fet of natural caufes on foot, fufficient to account
for this effeét,. without any recourfe to a divine and,
Jupernatural agent. The apoftles indeed were
wwelve plain illiterate men, who had not, of them-
felves, force or fkill enough,. to bring about fuch
an event: But their natural inability was fupplied
by a favoutable junture, by a happy coincidence
of fuch confpiring caufes, and accidental advan-
tages, as mightily helped on the work.

¢ For example~—— '
. ¢ The purity of the Chrifiian morals was a mxghty
argument to bring the men of probity and v:rtuc
into the interefls of the Gofpel.
-« The diftribution of goods, which the firft Chrif-
tians made, and their living togethcr in common,
was a good reafon for many men’s embracmg that
faith, which, they "were fure, would maintain
them.—In the mean while, the ralers of the world
overlocked, and megledted vo crufh, a dotrine, which
was, fo harmlefs in itfelf, and fo unlikely to fucceed
on the account of its abettors’; till, through their
connivance, it was at laft umvcrfally reccnvcd
among the vulgar fort, and the number of its vo-
taries was grown fo formidable, that even princes
themfelves were forced, for their own cafe and in-
tereft, to come into it, agd profefs it. . -
- % And thus, fay they, feveral extmprdmary and
upheeded ‘advantages concuring, to favoyr t
growth of C hruhamty, it grew m%cd mg@xly, z}

prevaile

’
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prevailed ; as a little river will fwell high, aad

fpread itfelf wide, and run far, when fwoln
cafual rains, and by many other ftreams, which
have emptied themfelves at once into it. Such ig
the account they pretead to give of the rife and
prog,fcfs of our faith, from fecond caufes, without
calhng a firff, to folve-the appearance. i

“ The purity of the Cbrifiian morals, and the an-
fwerable lives of Chriftian converts, did indeed
v;z naturally lead men to admire and value the
doétrine of Chrift, but by no means ro come under
the yoke of it: for though me men have an
efteem for ftrit rules, and ftrit lives; yet few
care to pra&ife the one, or te imitage the other,
And nothing, I think, could be contrived fo effec-
tual (next to the former wife motive from the fuf-
ferings of the martyrs) to detzr men from Chrifti-
anity, as to tell them, that, when they took it up-
on them, they muft renounce their deareft appe-
tites and paflions, and deny their very felves.
And 1 defire the men, who raife thefe objections
agaiaft the divine original of the Gofpel, to tell us
fairly, whether, if they had lived at that time, they
would have come in upon :&¢s principle? 1 am
fure they would not; becaule it is 2bés principle
-alone (that they muft part with their unlawful fa-
tisfations and pleafures, if they do) which keeps
them out of it now. Therefone neither can this be
any fufficient reafon for the fudden and wide
growth of Chriftianity. ‘
“ Again, neither can any probable account be
given of this matter, from the cbaritable difiriby-
siom of their goods, which the firft Chriffians made.
" For, fuppofing that'fome of the podrer fort might
be tempted b{ this motive ; yet, furely, thofe who
had wherewithal to fuftain themfelves, and were
eafy in their circamftances, did not come in upoa
w: It will noy be faid, I hope, that fuch as m;ld_t :
' this

A}
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& { do net.deny after all, but that every one of .
thefe particulars might in a natural way contribute
fomewhat, cither to the planting, or {preading of
the Gofpel. But I think it is evident, from the
fhort hints T have fuggefted to you, that all of
them together were not able to do the thoufandth
part of that work, which is allotted to them,
And, therefore, to refolve this great event into a
confpiracy of fecond caufes, as it 1s called, withoug
any regard to the firf}, is an abfurd and fenfelefs at-
semps 3 and only thews us, how very ftrong an in-
«clination and bias there is in fome minds towards
infidelity, which they can be brought to efpoufe
upon fo very flight grounds.

“ A man, who thould fee an acorn put into the
earth, and perceive in a few weeks, or months, an
oak fhooting up from it to a prodigious height,
and fpreading its branches to an amazing extent,
4o as to overtop the loftieft mountains, and even to
cover the whole field where it grew ; might as well
fay, that there was a ftrange confpiracy of matyral
caufes, an extraordinary degree of warmth, moi-
fture, and fo forth, which concurred to produce
this effe@ ; as affirm, that the vaft fuccefs of the
Golpel was owing to thofe petty principles, from
whence fome men pretend to derive it *.” y

And now, upon a review of the charges which
I have urged againft Mr. G., I think I cannot bet-
ter addrefs him than in the words of bithop Pearce,
-on a fimilar occafion, to Dr. Middleton.

¢ By this time, Sir, the reader I believe has
fully feen how little credit your writings deferve in
their appeals to the authors which you citet.—You
have hardly made one original quotation of an au-
thor in his true fenfe, very often in the fenfe mof}

# Bp. Atterbary, ferm. iii. vol. i. o
.3 Reply tothe Defence of a Letter to Dr. Waterland, p. 46.

oppofige
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oppofite to his true one; and bave reprefemed not
only paffages, but falis too, in [o wrong & light, that,
whatever you fearched for, it is plain you miffed of
truth +.—But in God’s name, Sir, is any caufe.
worth fuch a proceeding ? can a good one want
falfehoods ? or does a bad one deferve them? Let
facts, of whatever kind, be fifted thoroughly, and
examined freely ; but let impartiality always go'
along with the fearch, and lec it always be thought
one ingredient in free-thinking, to follow truth in
every inquiry : He that fuffers himfelf to be im-
pofed upon, or tries to impofe upon others, has no-
right to the title of a free-thinker .” A
* With what juftice I have applied thefe words to*
eur author, 1 lecave thofe to determine who have:
perufed my Examination. One would think that
Mr. G. had déemed his ftudied elegance of flile
alone fufficient to compenfate for unfair quotation
_and falfe affertion. But furely it is not the
lengthened period, the flow of polithed words, the
harmonious dition, which can of themfclves con-:
ftitucé the charaéter of a good hiftorian. Thefe
mdeed ferve to amufe the fancy, and delight the
ear: Yet they conduce little to our information or-
inftrution ; but, rather, beguile the judgment of
the unwary. It is 2be indifpenfable duty of an hif<
torian, to give a fair and impartial relation of facts,
and to fupport this relation by citing the teffimony-
of credible authors, I might add to this, that ac-:
curacy and impartiality are peculiarly requifite in
a writer whofe fubjet leads him to enter upon an-
inveftigation of the truth of religion, which is fo
intimately conneéted with the moft important in-
terefts of mankind. '
« The hiftorian,” fays the ingenious and elegant
author of the Hiftory of America, * who deline-.

1+ Replytoa Lette\r toDr. W. p. 7. t Toid, Pl.w.
ates
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ates the tranfattiens of a remote period, has i title
10 clasm affent, unlefs he produces evidence in proof
of his aflertions. Without this, he may write an
amyfing tale, bur cannot e faid to have compofed
an. authentic hiftory.” Excellent and joft reflec.
tion! how unhappily applied to Mr. Gibbon !
¢ In thefe fenuments,” continues Dr. Roberto
fon, * I have been confirmed by the opinion of
an author, (Mr, Gibbon) whom his induftry, -eru-
- dition, and difcernment, have defervedly placed in
a high rank among the moft eminent hnﬁorm of
me ’ » )

V%lcl the reader’ of the foregmng fheets ,agrcc
with the Doctor in his compliment?* What jxdsfry
ean Mr. G, lay clasim to, whofe refearches, we fee,
notwithtanding all his pretences,. have been lazily
confined within o narrow a circle 7 What eradition
can he boaft of, whom we have convifted of inac-.
curacies fo ftriking as to be fcarcely pardonable in
any one who would pafs for a fcholar? And what
difcernment can he be faid to poflefs, who, not fa-
tisfied with ¢ being placed in a high rank among;
the moft eminent hiftorians -of the age,” chofe to
relinquifh that fuperiority of fame, and ro be hand«
¢d down to pofterity, as a very infidious, but a.very
fuperficial advocate of infidelity, the retailer of
obfolete fnecrs againft facred truths, the msfreprc..
fenter of venerable antiquity, and the plagiary of

. fnodern compilers ?

Mr. G. has-indeed written ¢ a #ale amgﬁug
enough to Unbelievers ‘and Free thinkers,  bue
s be canmot be faid to. bave compafed an authentic
« biftory : be bas ne title to_claim affens, unlefs be pre-
 duces evidence in proof of bis affertions” What

~pity is.it then that the reverend and cosrsly hifto-
tian, through politencfs, fhould have made a

@ See the preface to Dr, Robertfon’s Hitory of Americs,
needlefy

w
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~meedlefs digre@ton, to beftow epplenfe, before he
had éxamined whether ¢emfure was not rather
due? - :
...I mean nos to reprefent Dr. Robertfon as fingu-
in #his high tone of compliment to- Mr. Giby
. He has the language of others
o have prof 'red him. ’
May I be pesmitcy, vefore I conclude, to ha-
<d it as'my opinion, that this civility has been
tied beyond all due bounds; and that our hi-~
rian - is entirely indebted for his fuppofed emi-
ace among the encmics of the gofpel, to the
er candid encomiums of fome of its friends?
When men of learning, and good Chriftians, reil
us, that he is ¢ refpectable for his grear merizg,
% —of real eminence in learning as well as compgs
« fition*,—and 4 d the erudition with whick
% the materials (ot his hiftory) are compsled+;”
t confequently elevates his fame, and beftows
vwpon him an unmerited confequence, which may
puzzle the ignorant, and feduce the unwary be-
liever, It is thus that the eredulous fuperftition
of former ages, arifing from their ignorance of
philofophy, attributed to. the glaring comets a
malignant influence, and caufed them to be’ viewed
with a groundlefs horror as tokens of impending
danger, , .

. % When we refle® on the great credit, which has been git.
wen.to Mr, G. chiefly, for his elegance of #yle, we may juftly
apply to him the words of Bp. Jewell. ¢ Utqum sleganter, o
*¢ coplofe ageretur, homines imperiti poffent in e al.quid efle
¢ fufpicari.” Juell, Apolog. pro Ecclef, Anglican, ‘
- + The fame author, who pays Mr. G. thefe’ compliments,
tells s, that ¢ ke has adopted an entertainimg but faperficial
* manner of writing hiftory,” and agrees with me, that be
. ** gives himfelf the privilege of mutilasing, and fcle€ling, and
* arranging a¢ difcretiom, the records of paft ages.”

I fhalk
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. * "1 fhall now only add, that nothing but the
evident goodnefs of iy caufe, -and the undeniable
weaknefs of Mr. Gibbon’s affertions, could have
encouraged me- to undertake this - exdirination,
Bur as my plan required nothing fore than%o hdve
recourfe to the authors he cites (with which the co-
Jpious ftores of learning treafired vp at Oxford, and l
the kindnefs of fome private friends, amply farnifh-
ed me), and merely to tranfcribe their words$ dsZi-
gence and accuracy were the principal quitlifications
for engaging in fuch a tafk ; -ner was the judgment
of riper years fo neceflary to enable me to execute
it fuccefsfully. — ‘ S
Let me now take my leave of Mr.i Gibbon by
affuring him, that if, in the warmth of compo-
fition, | have made ufe of any expreflions tod ‘
“harfh and fevere, it is entirely owing to the in-
dignation I could not bur- feel, to fee him perpe- |
tually vilifying the moft venerable and facred
truths with eontemptuous irony. - I could with to
advife him (would he accept of fuch humbld
counfel), when he favours-us with his next vo-
Jume, to keep clofe to his deparement as an hil~
torian, and to drop the charafter of a champion
of infidelity, which, he may now find; has not
added to his literary fame. 1In the profeéution
of his plan, it will fall naturally in his way to
treat ofP the corruptions of Chriftianity; and as his
diligence and accuracy will find amplé materials for
~ . accounting for the rife and progrefs of popery from
natural canfes, we truft that he will not continue
' to attack genuine Chriftianity ; at leaft, that he -
will, for the future, beware of fuch arts as have
been fufficiently expofed in the foregoing fheets. -
, , :

FINTIS
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